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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-1 3 in the reply filed on 
10/9/2007 is acknowledged. Claims 14-16 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected 
species I and III, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was 
made without traverse in the reply filed on 9/10/2007. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adelmann (US 6,644,556) in view of Toyoshima (US 
2002/0082048). 

With regard to claim 1, Adelmann discloses a memory card (e.g., storage 
device, figure 2) that is provided independent of a printing apparatus having a 
processor (e.g., controller (block 200), figure 2, column 3, lines 9-21), wherein 
information is to be read with a reader of said printing apparatus (e.g., host 
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electrical devices, 14-18); and information for allowing visual confirmation of a 
change in an image that is caused by said processing (e.g., data can comprise 
text and/or images; the indicator conveys accurate, up to date information of 
memory available, column 4, lines 34-47). 

Adelmann differs from claim 1, in that he does not explicitly teach 
performs predetermined processing with respect to image data based on 
information read from said memory card said memory card comprising: process 
information for performing said predetermined processing. 

Toyoshima discloses performs predetermined processing with respect to 
image data based on information read from said memory card said memory card 
comprising: process information for performing said predetermined processing 
(e.g., a modulation/demodulation unit processing and converting data, paragraph 
0029). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include performs 
predetermined processing with respect to image data based on information read 
from said memory card said memory card comprising: process information for 
performing said predetermined processing as taught by Toyoshima. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have modified Adelmann by the teaching of Toyoshima to conveniently process 
image data in memory storage and save processing time in other device. 
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With regard to claim 2, Adelmann discloses wherein said information for 
allowing visual confirmation is shown on a surface of said memory card (column 
2, lines 25-65, figure 1). 

With regard to claim 1 1 , Adelmann differs from claim 1 1 , in that he does 
not explicitly teach wherein said storage medium is capable of communicating 
wirelessly with said printing apparatus. 

Toyoshima discloses storage medium is capable of communicating 
wirelessly with said printing apparatus (paragraphs 0004, 0009). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include storage medium 
is capable of communicating wirelessly with said printing apparatus as taught by 
Toyoshima. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified Adelmann by the teaching of Toyoshima to 
conveniently transmit data wirelessly. 

With regard to claim12, Adelmann differs from claim 12, in that he does 
not explicitly teach further comprising a flat antenna. 

Toyoshima discloses further comprising a flat antenna (paragraph 0026). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include a flat antenna as 
taught by Toyoshima. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann by the teaching of 
Toyoshima to transmit data wirelessly. 
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With regard to claim 13, Adelmann discloses further comprising a contact 
point for connecting to said printing apparatus (e.g., a connector 110, column 2, 
lines 31-39). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adelmann (US 6,644,556) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Wolcott et al. (Wolcott) (US 7,158,945). 

With regard to claim 3, Adelmann differs from claim 3, in that he does not 
explicitly teach wherein said process information is information for making a 
change in a color tone of an image to be printed. 

Wolcott discloses process information is information for making a change 
in a color tone of an image to be printed (e.g., tone correction, column 13, lines 
19-31). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include process 
information is information for making a change in a color tone of an image to be 
printed as taught by Wolcott. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann by the teaching 
of Wolcott to save different types (formats) of digital image. 

With regard to claim 4, Wolcott discloses wherein said change in the color 
tone is an emphasis of a specific color (e.g., monochrome, sepia, column 14, 
lines 33-37). 

With regard to claim 5, Wolcott discloses wherein said change in the color 
tone is a color conversion from a color image to a monochrome (e.g., 
monochrome, column 14,Jines 33-37). 

With regard to claim 6, Wolcott discloses wherein said change in the color 
tone is a color conversion from a color image to a sepia image (e.g., sepia, 
column 14, lines 33-37). 

With regard to claim 7, Wolcott discloses wherein said information for 
making a change in the color tone is a color conversion data table (column 13, 
lines 39-43). 

With regard to claim 8, Adelmann differs from claim 8, in that he does not 
explicitly teach process information is information for changing a size of an image 
to be printed. 

Wolcott discloses wherein said process information is information for 
changing a size of an image to be printed (e.g., digital zooming and cropping, 
column 14, lines 38-43). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include process 
information is information for changing a size of an image to be printed as taught 
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by Wolcott. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified Adelmann by the teaching of Wolcott to 
change a size of an image such that the image suitable for printing. 

With regard to claim 9, Adelmann differs from claim 9, in that he does not 
explicitly teach process information is information for changing a resolution of an 
image to be printed. 

Wolcott discloses wherein said process information is information for 
changing a resolution of an image to be printed (e.g., cropping, column 14, lines 
40-44). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include process 
information is information for changing a resolution of an image to be printed as 
taught by Wolcott. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann by the teaching of Wolcott to 
change a resolution of an image such that the image suitable for printing. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adelmann (US 6,644,556) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Shiozaki et al. (Shiozaki) (JP 2001103416). 

With regard to claim 10, Adelmann differs from claim 10, in that he does 
not explicitly teach wherein said information for allowing visual confirmation is an 
example of an image printed without said processing being performed and an 
example of an image printed with said processing being performed. 
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Shiozaki discloses information for allowing visual confirmation is an 
example of an image printed without said processing being performed and an 
example of an image printed with said processing being performed (see problem 
to be solved and solution, Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Adelmann to include information for 
allowing visual confirmation is an example of an image printed without said 
processing being performed and an example of an image printed with said 
processing being performed as taught by Shiozaki. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified 
Adelmann by the teaching of Shiozaki to have visual image changing 
confirmation. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
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the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Quang N. Vo whose telephone number is 
5712701 121. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-5:00PM 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, King Y. Poon can be reached on 5712727440. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Quang N. Vo 11/1/07 
Patent Examiner 





